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where to find it. The following guestions are addressed: 1) whether 
to use a sub ject^classification systea, a 
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2) to what extent analytics should be provided for aicrofora series, 
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MICROFORMS: LECcRDEMAiN IN THE LIPRARY 



Foreword 

This paper was gwen as a discussion starter for the Non-Print Media 
Institute, sponsored by the Southwestern Library Association at Galveston, 
Texas, October 15, 1974. It has been slightly revised for submission to the 
Educational Resources Information Center but still includes much of the 
flavor of an oral presentation. Thus the discussior -.'tline is included. 

The author expresses particular appreciation to Jay CI ark. Chairperson, 
and Robert Poland, Program Chairperson (whose responsibilities became 
Marilyn Craig's clue to his untimely death prior to the institute), for 
including microforms in the Non-Print Media in-titute. While librarians 
think of microforms as print media, which in a real sense they are, yet 
they are like audio and video media in that special equipment is required 
for their viewing. Computer output microfiche, or course, is never first 
"in print." 

Development and presentation of this paper was made easier through 
the assistance and encouragement of several members of the North Texas 
State University Library staff, particularly David A. Webb, Director of 
Libraries, and Joe H. Bailey, Associate Director of Public Services. 
Preparation of the several versions of the typescript and of the sample 
catalog cards derived from readings of the several authorities was the 
cheerfully accepted work of Marguerite Jost and Jacqueline Lynch. Cards 
from the North Texas State University Library catalog provided the other 
sample cards. 

In the discussion which ensued the presentation of the paper, the 
following points were made: librarians using media codes saw no need for 
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the media designator, but those not using media codes very much wanted 
the designator included %s early on the card as feasible, usually after 
the title. Those using the codes preferred the code be the name of the 
media in full, to avoid confusion with the Library of Congress classi- 
fication system, and to make explicit what was the form of the media. 
There definitely was support from approximately half the group, particularly 
academic librarians, for some sort of national index to microforms in sets. 
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MICROFORMS: LEGERDEMAIN IN THE LIBRARY 

The metaphor in the title refers to the rleight of hand practiced with 
microform, perhap*: more than most formats, by many of us librarians in soine- 
times "hiding", as our clients put it, and sometimes revealing the existence 
of works contained in the collection. The basic question is how do we display 
for the library client the relevant facts about a work in microform in such a 
way that the client knows exactly where to find it. Answering this question 
involves decisions in several areas where practice iaribZ widely from library 
to library or even within a library. 

Libraries must decide wheth3r to use a subject-classification system, 
a form-code/accession-numberin9 system for the call number or some combination 
of these. In the Association of Research Libraries survey of 190 major li- 
braries, the investigators, Felix Reichmann and Josephine Tharpe, found that 
almost 60 used a sequential numbering system, with each type of microform 
having its own sequence and with periodicals and newspapers filed togecher 
by titles. However, 301 of those surveyed did classify, 6t used the first 
two letters of LC or the first three numbers of Dewey, and two libraries 
used both sequential numbering and classification, shelving sequentially 
but classifying the cards "to preserve their shelflist as classed catalogs" 
(19, p 9). Illustrative of the variety of approaches to microfcrms are the 
examples in Figure 1 of call numbers drawn from Lois Bebout's Texas Infor- 
mation Exchange Union List of Major Microform Sets in Texas Libraries (3, p. 16). 

The argument for subject classification is cogently stated by Kennerly 
(13, p. 239-40), who argues that librarians have agreed that non-book materials 
are "normal" library holdings and therefore should be classified and shelved 
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Ourango, Mexico. Archives. Nlcroflla. 

Coverage: Military, Judicial and civil docuMnta, froa 1584. (project 
not coaplete) 

Mote: Fllaed by the Archive Departaent froa the UTEP Library. 

TxEU (Archives Acc. 234) 

Early Anerlcan laprlnts, 1639-1800. Readex Microprint. Microprint. 

Based on: Evans, Charles. Anerlcan bibliography ... 1639 down to and 
including the year 1800 . Chicago, 1903-1959. 

Bristol, Roger P. Suppleaenfe to Evans. Charlottesville, Vs., 1970. 

Guide: Shlpton, Clifford r. and Mooney, JaMS E. National Index of 
Aaerican laprinta through 1800. UorcMter, MasB., 1969. 

TxAbC 
TxCN 

TxDN (Hlc A2); (Mic 22) 
TxF 

TxHR (Microprint AS 36 .M7) 
TxHU (Mlcroprfnt 2) 
TxLT (Z 1215 E93) 
TxNacS 

TxSaT (MP 42) 

TxSaT (Microprint .EB4) 

TxU (Microprint 3) 

Early Aaerican laprlnts, 1801-1819. Readex Microprint. Microprint. 

Based on: Shaw, Ralph R. Aaerican Bibliography, a Prelialnary Checklist 
for 1801-1819 . Coapiled by Ralph B. Shav and Richard K. Shoeaake. . 
New York, 1958-66. And CorfctioBBi Author Indct . Wen York, 1966. 

TxDH (Mic A9) 
TxF 

TxHR (Microprint AS 36 .AA8) 
TxSaT (MP 42) 

TxSaT (Microprint .E84 Ser.2) 
TxU (Microprint 3/Ser.2) 
TxWlcM 

Early British ParioilcBlB* bm BritiBh miodlcBls. 17tb-19th Century. 
Cenerfil* 



Figure 1 
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together with all other material (or located by a symbol above the class 
rnjmber if not shelved with the class). She reasons that classification 
facilitates the search via shelf or shelflist for any form material on a 
su*"ect or a related subject. 

The alternative to subject classification is use of sofne type of serial 
numbering system, which, as outlined by Foster (12, p. 12), permits location 
together of material p.:ysically and/ or bibliographical ly similar. In this 
view serial systems are seen as a sufficient means of classification for 
academic research libraries since the largest part of holdings are not dis- 
crete monographs or serials but collections, often containing on one roll 
of film several titles on widely varying subjects. 

Related to the classification decision are questions about the use and 
location within the entry of medium codes and designators, whether the copy 
cataloged should be the original or the microform, and whether the entry 
should be by title or author. In regard to these points reconinendations vary 
in the following four codes: Canadian Library Association (Weihs; 25), 
Association for Educational Communication and Technology (AECT; 2), Library 
Association Media Cataloging Rules Committee (LA; 17), and Anglo-American 
Cataloging Ru -Sj Notth American Text, Chapter 6, "Separately Published 
Monographs" (AACR; 1). 

Medium codes are not mentioned in AACR or LA and recommended against in 
the other two codes, since the concept of the integrated collection prefers 
classification and the iitershelving thus permitted. Intershelving may very 
well be appropriate for smaller collections. As the examples from Bebout 
show, university collections frequently nave chosen to use medium codes as 
part of the call number, and/or not to classify. Perhaps to allow for this 
AECT provides for use of the medium code as separate from the call number 
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and suggests a list of codes (2. p. 3) [see figure 2]. Certainly these 
codes would be confused with LC call numbers in an LC classed library. 

Mediim designators to follow immediately the title are reconmended 
by two of the four cedes; AACR and LA being the exceptions. CLA and 
AECT agree that the designator used should be microform , with further 
description in the collation and notes as to type of microform, size, 
pieces, etc. It does not seem necessary to be explicit in the designator 
itself as to whether a microform is fiche, film, card, etc.; since the 
main point of the designator is to tell the user early that the material 
referenced cannot be used without special apparatus, requiring some extra 
time to see and evaluata as to usefulness. 

AACR does not suggest the medium designator in Rule #15683, perhaps 
because it is thought that since most microforms are copies of items 
originally appearing in print form, it is the original form which should 
be cataloged. Certainly it is anomalous to use the designator and then 
catalog the print form. On the other hand, it is misleading, particularly 
if the library classifies film, not to tell the user early and plainly 
that he cannot view the item without special equipment. AACR's alternative 
Rule #152C does provide for this, though not in parentheses or square 
brackets. Ways of handling this problem, in accordance with the various 
rules - plus as suggested by El rod (8) and by my own modification of 
Elrod - are illustrated on Figures 3 and 4. 

Particularly useful seems the AACR system of handling the microform 
as a dashed-on entry, placing the call number opposite the dashed-on 
description, and then including the medium designator in the description. 
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CODI SYMBOLS 

PA Art Print 

RT Audiotape (includet real-to-tape, eaaaetta. and 
cartridge ti^ea) 

PC Chart 

DP Data File (Machine-readable) 

ED Dioraaa 

PS nisu* 'p (inoliidea aoundatripa and niaatripa} 

PS Plaah Card 

DM Globe 

PC Map (includea relief aapa) 

PM Microfom: Mierocard: includea opaque aicroprinta) 

IN Microfom: Microfila (includea Bicroflche, aperture carda, 
ultraaiorofiehea. eto.) 

DM Mock-19 
DM Model 

MP Motion Picture (includea reel-to-reel, loop and cartridge 
filju. etc.) 

RD Phonodlac 

PP Picture (includea photograpba. poatcarda. poatera. etc.) 

KS Kit (includea programed learning aateriala) 

T8 SlJde (incliadea aicroacope and atereoacope alidea) 

DS Specimen (includea realia) 

PS Studj Print 

TR Tranaparene/ 

Wf Videorecord (laoludea rideortoordinf 00 flla, Tideodiaca.etc.) 

NT Yidaotapa 



Figure 2 
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J678 Archrr, Wllilojn, 1056-19?1«. 

Reel l3 Mnnka or facco: a ctudy in the poycholO( 
of acting, by William Archer. London and 
Hew York, Longmans, Green and cc, 1888. 
3p. 1., 232p. 



Mlcroflla. Ann Arbor, Michigan : 
Universltjr MlcrofllM, 1956. — 1 reel; 
35 ■■. — (Source Materials In the field of 
theatre) 



Archer, William, I856-192U. 

Masks or faces: a study in the psychology 
of acting, by WiUiam Archer. London and 
Hew York, Longmans, Oreen and co., 1888. 

3p. 1., 232p. 



Microfilji Ann Ai^bor, Michigan. : 



Beel 13 Unireralty MicrofllM, I956. — 1 reel ; 

35 w. (Sourc* MttcriiOs In the field of 
tbeatrv) 



AACR 156B3 



CFila 
J678 



AACB 152c 



AACR 152c 



CFllB 

J678 Archer, William, 1856-192J*. 




Origin^ ptbilabed Iqr LongMna. drew. 



1. Aetloff. X. Tltl«. 
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J678 Archer, Wllllnit 

Reel Ij MAsko or faces: a etudy In the poychology 

of acting by Wllllani Archer. Ann Arbor. I 
Mich.: Univereity MicrofilMB, 1956. 
Microflla. 1 reel. 35 "i. (Source aaterials 
in the field of theatre. Reel 1) 



IfeskB or faces: a study in the psychology of setSng 
(Mlcrofom) Unirersliy Nicrofilss, : ^56. 



1 reel. 35 



NlcrofllM of VlUlvi Archer's book published by 
iM^ans. Green, 235 p., I888. 



1. Aetinf. X. Archer. ViUlai, 1856-192^. 

nia J676 



Archer, WiUlaa, 1056>192li. 
Masks or faces: a study in the psychology of acting, 
lew YoTk, T i on g i s n s, Green and co., 1668. 

3p. 1., 232p. (Source materials in the field of 
theatre) 

Mlcrofila. Ann Alter, Mich., Itolverslty 
Nicrofilas. 1 reel. 35 n. 

1. Aeting. I. Areher, WilliMi, 1856-192^. 

niK J678 
AMT, or rtadinf ' ■ ) 
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FiLn 
J678 
Reel 1 



Archer, William, lfl56-392'». 

Mnoks or faccii: a otudy In the pnychclogy 
of acting ... 1000. {Microfilm copy] 



EOURCE naterial in the field of theatre. Ann 
Arbor, Mich. UniTersity Mierofllas, 1956. 
22 reels, 35 



1. Acting. I. Title. 



XIrod (adi^tedby GM) 



r 



Flln 
J678 
BmI 1 



Archer, Wlllliw 
Masks or fi»Cv 



I856>192i». 
1888. 



800RCB Material In the field of theatre. 
Ann Aximr, Rich., UiilTenltx WcrofUas. 1956. 
22 reels, 35 ■■. 



KIrod 



Figure 4 
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Unfortunately, It is my understanding that at this time one of the largest 
bibliographic data systems, OCLC, does not permit th^s procedure, although 
there probably is no very weighty reason why this system could not be 
programed to permit this option nderstand the whole left hand 

side of the card is available for imprinting the call number. 

The only code generally preferring title entry is AECT, and this 
primarily serves to avoid the anomaly just mentioned. This does result 
in not bringing together in the subject catalog different editions of 
the same work, a circumstance we generally hope to avoid. 

A second large decision area is policy for analysis in the catalog 
of microform series, sets, or projects, compiled by micro-publishers from 
previously published or unpublished manuscript material in monograph or 
serial form. The principle questions here are to what extent analytics 
should be provided; but if provided, should these t3e full sets of cards 
or partial sets; and if partial sets, which secondary entries should be 
made, if any. Library practice varies from cataloging only the set as a 
whole, as in Figure 5 to providing full sets of cards for each and every 
bibliographical ly distinctive title as i,. Figure 6. In the Reichmann 
survey fifteen libraries did not file microform entries in the general 
catalog; 89 did; but 75, though filing in the general catalog, made such 
exceptions as not filing analytics for series (48), not filing all cards 
(22), or not filing subject cards (5). Thus half of the respondents 
provided less than full sets (19, p. 10). This is how it is, but how 
should it be? 
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Film Unlvcvalty Microfilms. Ann Arbor. Mich. 

Source materials m the field of 
theatre. Ann Arbor, Mich. ,n.d., 
22 reels. ' 

Contents. .r.1-2. Dra.na and theatre: 
acting. -r. 3. Drama and theatre: ballet 
an.l opera. -r./»-5. Drama and theatre: 
dictionaries and directories. -r. 5-12 
Drama and theatre; history. -r. 12-13 
Drama and theatre: theory and crltlclsm.- 

ite next card} 



University Microfilas, Aim Arbor, Mich. 

Source naterials in the field of theatre, 
cn.d.] (Card 2) 

Contents (coat.) 

r.l3. Production and stagecraft; architecture.- 
r*14. Production and stagecraft; building, 
construe cion.-2. 15- 16. Production and stage- 
craft: scenery. -r. 17-2? Periodicals. 



Source aaterUls in the field of theatre. 

Film University Microfilms, Ann Arbor, Mich. 

Jb^8 Source materials in the field bf 

tnoatre. Ann Arbor, Mich. ,n.d.'.. 
22 reels. ' ' 

Contents. -r.1-2. Dvimm and theatri: 
actlnc.-r.3. Drama and theatre: ballet 
And opera.. r./»-5. Drama and theatre: 
dictionaries and directories. -r. 5-12. 
Drama and theatre; hlatory.-r.l2-l3. * 
Drama and theatre: theory and criticism.- 



. 

Figure 5 
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Nlnrtrcnth century Cngllnh and Amrrlcan 
drama* ^Microfiche cd*, Loulnvill^t 
Ky., Falla City Mlcrocardt, 1972- 

V. 

Continues the numbering sequence 
arbitrarily assigned by the Library for 
the Hicrocard cd«» Mic 53« 
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MlcP 

41 Nineteenth century English and American drnna. 

(Microfiche cd.^ Louisville, Ky., Falls 
City MicrocardSt 1972- (Card 2) 

S-4891/653.44 



no. 4085 
no.4086 
no .4087 
no«4068 

1IO.4089 



Contents: 
Aeschylus* 
Aeschylus* 
Archer, U* 
Aristophanes 



The Agamemnon* 2 cds* 
The house of Atreus* 3 edge 
The green goddess* 1922* 2 
Four plays translated into 



cds* 



English verse, by John Hookhaa Frere* 4 cds 
Arkell, R* Colonbine: a fantasy, aiy! other 
veraes, by R» Arkell* 



SI 
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HicF nineteenth century English and American 
41 drama. ^Microfiche ed.] Loulsvlll*, 

Xy., Falls City Mlcrocarda, 1972- 



«• Continues the numbering sequenca 

♦■•T K«x«U«H<arbltrarlly assigned hy tha Library for 
«V«l(|;,^^ Mlerocard ad., Mlc 53, 



Seriei 



Figure 6, Part 1 
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Archer, Wllllnm, 18S6.1924 
llic p^rccn r,o<l<lo5n. 

MicP Nineteenth century Englloh and American 
41 drama. ^Microfiche ed.j Lculovill^y 

no.4067 ity^^ y^xia City Microcarda, 1972- 

Continues the numbering aequcnco 
arbitrarily aaaigncd by tha Library for 
tha Microcard ed.^ Mic 53« 



The ^reen goddess, by William Archer. 

MicF Nineteenth century English and American 
41 drama. ^Microfiche ed«} Louiavilla^ 

no.40B7 Ky.9 Falls City Microcards, 1972* 

Continues the numbering aequenca 
arbitrarily aaaigned by tha Library for 
tha Nicrocard ad»» Mic 53« 
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Figure 6, Part 2 



Hlc 34 The Pl.iins niul tUc Rockies microcnrd .scrim; 

wlcrocnril edition of volnmrn included in ihc 
bil>liO];rnpliy by Henry R. Wn^ner and reviccd 
by Clhirlcs L. Camp. Louisville, Ky., Lost 
Cause Press, 1960- 

no. I Mackenzie, Sir Alexander. Voyages from Montrea 

1801. 

II0.2 Itockcnsle, Sir Alexander. A narrative, or 

Journal of voyaces and travels » through thm 
north^^vcst continent of America. 1802. 



Series 



Mic 34 Mackenzie, .^ir Alexander, 1763-1820. 

M«2 A narrative, or jouip^t of Toyagcs ami traveli^ throui^h the 

north-west rontinont c>I '.mericiiyi in the yean 1789 and 1793, 
by Mr. MacIuuriosV London, J. Lee, 1802. 

2 \h U t>i P 18*. 

•Vimtract froiii MackeatUi'a Vo/agm frost Mootresl. wUb tKgbt cbaoasi 
la prf>iHrr ttaiitet. 

Hicrocard* 2 carda* (The Flalaa and Cha 
Rockiea aicrocard Mriea» oo«2) 

1. Mantcotia— Dascr. 4 Imv. t. Msclauriet. Mr. II • 7lClo 

^ 1-16808 RsTlae4 

iibcary al Cdoffcis ri0ii0.7.M164 



A narrative, or journal of voyagea and 
travels, through the north-veat continent 
of America* 

Mic 34 Mackenzie, Sir Alexander, 1763*1820« 
no«2 A narrative, or Journal of vr:/agcs and 

travesl, through the north-vest continent 
of America; in the years 1769 and 1793, by 
Mr. Kaclauriea* London, J« Ua, 1802« 
2p«l«,9lp« 

Mlcrocard« 2 cards* Cl^he Plaina and tho 
Rocklti Bicroeard MtUs, no«2) 



Figure 6, Part 3 



MANITOBA • DESCRIPTION AlID TRAVEL 
Klc 34 Miirkt*n7jc, v/r AlcxaniUr, I7i»-1M20. 

WOmZ A nnrriitKv, or jourtinl ot' voyiip*s nml InivoU, ilir«Mij;h ilto 

imrlli-wiwi nitititii*tit of AiihTirii: in the yi*iini 17h:> ami 170;i, 
by Mr. Miiriniiri(*H. IjOii«lim, J. Ii€«, 

II. I.. 01 i». 1H«. 

AlMirnrt fr«*iii Maokrnitlo*« Vu/ftj|iM fPHii .Mfiitf r**4iL wUli «ill«(lit cb«ii||iM 

Mlcrocard* 2 cards. (The Plains and th« 
Rockies ttlcrocstd series » no* 2) 

1. MsnltoU— Detfcr. k trsf. L MsclAur&ci. Mr. 



MaclaurieSy Mr. 

Mlc 34 Mackenzie, Sir Alexander » 1763^-1820 • 
no*2 A narrative, or journal of voyages and 

travels 9 throv^h the north-west continent of 
America; in the years 1789 and 1793, by 
Mr. Maclauries. London, J. Lee, 1802 • 

2 p. L., 91 p. 18 cm. 

Abstract from Mackenzie's Voyages from 
Montreal^ with slight changes in proper names. 

Microcard. 2 cards. (The Plains snd the 
Hockles microcard series, no. 2) 



J 
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From the acquisitions point of view, tne number of microform sets 
published increases and as the number of microform sets In a library in- 
creases, when there is no catalog access to each distinctive title, the 
task of verifying library holdings before purchase becomes nearly impossible. 
The decision whether to buy a particular set becomes a matter of an educated 
guess regarding possible duplication of one set of material in another. 
Even if the library checks holdings in separate indexes provided for the 
set, such as in Sabin for the microcard set, this only doubles the acquisition 
work involved since both the catalog and index must be checked, and if there 
is more than one such relevant index to check, the work increases proportion- 
ately. As the years go by and acquisition of sets continues, one can imagine 
having to check a whole series of sue- indexes to ascertain finally holdings. 

The same problem exists for the library client wishing to know whether 
a library has an item or material of a certain vintage on a subject. Even 
assuming most such users are graduate students or faculty members, sophis- 
ticated in use of the library, one can imagine the client asking to borrow 
via Interlibrary Loan a work already in the library in microform but not 
shown In the library's catalog or not finding through the catalog considerable 
material relevant to the subject of his inquiry. 

I can only conclude that every bibliographical ly distinctive title 
should be listed in the catalog, possibly only with a single main-entry card 
but hopefully with a full set. Yet the difficulties of accomplishing even 
this are well-known: "lack of centralize] cataloging or indexing. . .with the 
result that libraries are expending an unnecessary amount of duplicate 
effort" in cataloging (22, p. 383, quoting the 1959 statement of A.L.A.- 
R.T.S.D. Copying Methods Section Executive Committee^) the cost of 
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filing entries already made (19, p. 12; 18, p. 181), and even more than this 
"the work of adjusting tiie entries to fit the local catalog" (29, 255^), 
or even Library of Congress practice. And one may mention the sheer physical 
catalog or machine-storage space analytical entries can take. Both the need 
and the difficulties in attaining quality bibliographic control of microfonas 
are evident. 

In the face of these difficulties some would argue that purchase of 
microform sets is primarily for scholars doing research specifically in 
the area of the set's conilation, that avoiding duplication of material 
is not worth the cost, and that adequate notice of holding the material is 
accomplished by the library's purchasing bibliographies on which the set is 
based, by providing full sets of catalog cards rich In subject entries only 
for the set as a whole, and by publishing bibliographies and guides to the 
library's holdings, or participating in area union lists of such sets. We 
have an excellent example of such a title union list in the one compiled by 
Lois Bebout under aegis of the Texas Information Exchange (•>) A un* on list 
which includes a subject index is by S'lzanne Oodson's group at British 
Columbia (23), and an example of a library guide with a subject approach 
ano liberal cross references is A Guide to Some Research Collections in the 
University Library publishPd by the University of Nevada Library (16). 

I must confess to a certain logic in this approach. It is economical 
yet serves the scholar reasonably well. Still, as a reference librarian in 
a research library, I want access to an individual title, and while I would 
look only one place, the library catalog, to know whether the library has 
an item or monographic material on a subject, I might be nearly as happy to 



Rebuldela (18) found that 12 of the 26 libraries purchasing Library of 
American Civilization cards did not use them as received. 
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look in a separate, frequently updated, project-coded catalog to complete 
my bibliographical search. Of interest here is the proposal of Reichmann 
to establish nationally "a machine-readable index for analytics of series 
in microforms ... capable of providing a complete index to all the series 
any given library possesses" (19, p. 32). This author/ title/ subject index 
would be placed on computer-output microfiche to reduce output cost and 
enable frequent revision and updating. As Tuttle comments, this solution 
appears to recognize both "catalog and staff limitations" (29, p. 255). 
At best, however, the output cost of an index representing only a single 
library's holdings, would appear to be as much as $5,000 (4) for a 100,000 
title index. One wonders how many libraries will want to spend something 
like this for en annual update of such an index, though $5,000 may be cheap 
at the price for many libraries. Even lower in cost to libraries might be 
duplicates of a master copy, accompanied by a locally prepared outside index 
of projects held by that particular library. Or, this outside index might 
consist 6f a union listing of area, state, or regional library holdings of 
the projects. Some libraries no doubt would wish to subscribe to such a 
master-copy service anyway. Still another halfway-house would be obtaining 
the index only as a subject-title list in one alphabet, with each library 
filing a single main-entry card in the General Catalog for titles in microform. 

Nor should the possibility be overlooked that such a national data base 
as OCLC's might include and analyse all <.iicroform projects, with input on 
a mass basis by the center itself upon receipt of information that a library 
had purchased a set. Such a solution would answer Joseph Netccki's objection 
that "forcing the entries into bibliographies or indexes that list exclusively 
a particular format, its availability and location, is precisely a procrusteai: 
attempt to impose partial bibliographic control by differentiation in form" 
(28, p. 1791). 
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Admittedly, all of these latter suggestions are futuristic, though some 
group, such as Association of Research Libraries, well may be working on one 
or more of them. In the meantime, what shall we do, what actions shall we 
reconmend? 
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MICROFORMS: 
Discussion Outline 

1) To classify or not to classify? Does the size library affect this 
decision? 

2) If to use medlum-codes/accesslon-numberlng systems of arrangement, 
which codes? 

3) If the medium designator Is to be used, where In the body of the 
card should It be placed? After title; In collation; In notes? 

4) Which copy of a work In microform should be cataloged, the original 
print edition or the microform? 

5) Can this group recoranend whether an index should be prepared nationally 
to provide author/title/subject access to microform series or sets? 
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